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Interview Summary 



09/701,468 



KANBE ET AL 



Philip C Tucker 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



1712 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Philip C Tucker . ^ 

(2) Yong Choi . ^ 

Date of Interview: 07 October 2004 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)KI Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)|El Yes e)D No. 

If Yes, brief description: McGraw-Hill Dictionary of Scientific and Technical Terms 

Claim(s) discussed: 15. 

Identification of prior art discussed: 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached, g)^ was not reached. h)D N/A. 




Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 14 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

aoS o^X^hPrt nn? a n llf 6 ° f ^ fac&to - faoe : v ? eo ^faience, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 

application wnetner or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. <^.u m me 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

i • t . Paragraph (b) 

reCOns i d h era f t , i ° n I s ^ uest ? d in view of an interview an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable act.on must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1.1 1 1, 1 .135. (35 U™ C 132) 

An u • . tutu n . t T 37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

A I business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office «s unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office N ^nKSte Mid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. P ° 

ih^mm^ 1 ! 6 aCti ^° f ! h ? Pa l ent and Trademark 0ffice cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

^ss^s z^;z£S e examiner ' s respons,biiity to see that a ™> * ™<° - * — ssrssr 

i-iewb^^ 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812X1 of the Manual of PateSmtSpS5 ofpoTntina 

.l^S T 0 ' 5 ° r Unread , 3 ^ SCript in ° ffiCe aCti0nS ° r the like ' are excluded from the inte ™w recordation p SSS Wta re the 
substance of an interview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required 

■ContPnh- SrJ™ rf^r™* 9 ^ n an appro P riate Pa P er N °- P |aced in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

Con tents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or aqent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the aprtk^^wiSndenS address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not ikely before an ^aSnS or^othe 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official immunicaton 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" attJrh^n?o^ hether f agre ! men ' was : eached and if so - a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

nlf rlLT i f * PY k ame " dments or claims a 9reed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

«hn..iri h» l i^ft rable tha | * h f « xa , m ; ner orall V remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
nn^Jf t °h ° WeVer ' "? at the ' nterVieW Summary Form wi " not normal| y be considered a complete and proper recordat S InEvta^ ' 

suT^ by the applicant or the examiner to include - a " 0f the a PP' icab ' e ite ™ IZT^^T 

^Th^h P t r ° Per f r °°° r(i f on ° f the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 

1) A brief descnption of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, y aescr,Dea on tne 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The .denMcation of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal argument! made to thJ 
^rZ'^ bS Unders ! 00d in J ^ context ° f ^ ^plication file. Of course, the applicant Jy desire to ^emphaSz^and Wly 
descnbe those arguments wh.ch he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) Y 
b) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7) KxaSner.' 9enera ' ' M °' ° UlC °™ ° f ^ interview unless alre ady described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

amimh. f^T^ e(S ^ PeCt ? d '° Ca , refU " y reVi6W the a PP |icant ' s rec ord of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. complete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statPm^n/Ittl^LT T aNowabl t f0 _ r other reasons of record . <he examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 

SeTrSSST I T ° r f r J ,h ? r6C0rd fe COmP ' ete and aCCUrate ' ,he examiner should P ,ace indication, "Intervfew Record OK on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/701,468 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Agreed that the subscript "n" would not be indefinite, since one of 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize that it denotes a polymeric species in view of the teaching of the specification. 
Disagreed on whether R would be recognized as an alkyl group. Applicants representative presented a definition of 
alkyl in the McGraw-Hill dictionary stating that alkyl groups may be represented by R. The examiner presented patents 
6790488, 6787201, 6759103 and 6737125 which have claims with broader definitions of R group . 
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